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/ hereby certify that this paper is being deposited with the 
United States Postal Service as FIRST-CLASS mail in an 
envelope addressed to: Commissioner for Patents, P.O. 
Box 1450, Alexandria, VA 22313-1450, on this date. 



Date 



Registration No. 29,367 
Attorney for Applicants) 



PRE APPEAL BRIEF REQUEST FOR REVIEW 



Mail Stop AF 
Commissioner for Patents 
P.O. Box 1450 
Alexandria, VA 22313-1450 



Dear Sir: 



Claim 1, 9, 13 and 14 stand rejected under § 103 on the basis of Gerloff et al. in 



view of Peterson et al. Applicants previously traversed the rejection because Gerloff et al. do 
not disclose (or suggest) the microcapsules of independent claims 1 and 9, which is 
acknowledged by the examiner, and Peterson et al is not analogous prior art. The examiner 
rejected that argument, apparently recognizing that Gerloff et al. and Peterson et al. are in 
different fields (Gerloff et al. describes a vehicle wheel with a run flat support, and Peterson 
et al. describes a snowmobile), but found that Peterson et al. solved a problem similar to the 
problem solved by the present invention. Applicants request review of this finding before the 



briefing process begins. 



As previously argued, Peterson is not reasonably pertinent to the particular 
problem with which the inventor of the present invention was concerned. An object of the 
present invention is to provide a tire/wheel assembly having a run-flat durability further 
• enhanced with microcapsules in a resin layer coating on a run-flat support. In particular, one 
- obj ect is to have a tire/wheel assembly having a run-flat support inserted into a cavity section 
of a pneumatic tire such that an inner peripheral surface of the pneumatic tire engages an 
outer peripheral surface of a run-flat body with reduced friction upon occurrence of a flat tire 
(see Applicants' specification paragraphs [0005] and [0007]). In the structure of the present 
invention, the inner surface of the pneumatic tire engages a run-flat body that is coated with a 
resin layer having microcapsules which burst when the tire is flat. Upon wear of the resin 
. layer due to continued driving on the flat tire, the microcapsules release a lubricant, which 
reduces the wear of the resin layer and the inner surface of the tire. Accordingly, damage to 
the tire can be reduced (see Applicants' specification paragraphs [0008] and [0032]). 

In contrast, Peterson is directed to a suspension and driving system for use on 
moving belts such as snowmobile tracks and conveyor belts. Peterson seeks to overcome the 
problem of mounting systems that use side rails, which support a drive track and maintain 
contact between the ground and the driving track. In particular, Peterson is concerned with 
operation of the driving track when the snowmobile is crossing dry spots in terrain. Under 
these conditions, cooling normally furnished by melted snow or ice is absent, and increased 
friction occurs due to heat buildup. Peterson is concerned with a side rail 18 that fits into an 
elongated strip 2 1 . Peterson is silent regarding a tire/wheel assembly or run-flat support for a 
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pneumatic tire, or problems associated with a pneumatic tire when it becomes flat and is 
continued to be driven upon. 



Since Peterson is not pertinent to the problems of the present invention or in 



Applicants' field of endeavor, Applicants respectfully request removal of Peterson as 
" nonanalogous prior art. For all these reasons, withdrawal of the 35 U.S.C. § 103(a) rejection 
of claims 1 and 9 is respectfully requested. 
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